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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )[X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 March 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[X] This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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8) D Claim(s) . are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 

this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 5, and 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hanlon et al. ( c 197). Hanlon teaches a siding panel 20 of plastic 
material (column 3, line 32), the panel having a central portion 30 with a 
plurality of adjacent shingle impressions of substantially the same length, each 
of the impressions including a bottom edge, and a plurality of the edges being 
beveled 52 to give appearance of shingles with different lengths. There is a first 
lateral edge portion containing a butt edge (Figure 5), and a second lateral edge 
portion containing a nail edge and including a plurality of fastener apertures 
therethrough (at 78). The panel has a length of at least 10 feet (column 2, line 
11), the shingle impressions are cedar shake impressions (column 2, line 13), 
and the alternating bottom edges are beveled, as well as in a non-periodic 
pattern. 

It should be noted that claims 2, 3, 10, 11, and 15 are considered 
product-by-process claims, therefore, determination of patentability is based on 
the product itself. See MPEP 2113. The patentability of the product does not 
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depend on its method of production. If the product-by-process claim is the 
same as or obvious from a product of the same prior art, the claim is 
unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process. 
In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed.Cir. 1985). Hanlon 
reads on the claims because he recites all the structural features of the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hanlon et al. ('197). Hanlon teaches a structure as stated above, but does not 
specify that the central portion comprises a thickness of about .03-. 125". It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to select a thickness of about .03-. 125", since discovering 
an optimum value of a variable is considered routine in the art and is a matter 
of engineering. The lighter the desired weight or size of the panel, the smaller 
the thickness may be made. 
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Claims 4 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hanlon et al. ('197) in view of King ('218). Hanlon teaches a 
structure as stated above, but does not state that the plastic panel specifically 
comprises polyvinyl chloride. King indicates that continuous siding panels 
with the appearance of single shingles are known to be made of PVC (polyvinyl 
chloride) (column 5, lines 31-32). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
utilize plastic made of PVC. PVS would be lightweight and therefore easy to 
install. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Jennifer I Thissell whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-5750. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mondays and Tuesdays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (703) 308-0839. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 





Carl D. Friedman 
Supervisory Patent Examine 
Group 3600 



